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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 5-7, 10, 1 1 and 19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mears et al in view of Hakimi et al. 

Mears et al disclose a fiber laser comprising: a fiber (1 ) for generating laser light 
having an entrance side (3) and an exit side (5); a pumped light source (14) for 
generating pumped light adapted to be coupled to the fiber through the entrance side; 
and resonator units (7 and 9) provide at the entrance and/or exit sides for feeding light 
at a resonant wavelength range at the entrance and exit sides. 

The difference between claim 1 and Mears et al is that one of the resonant units 
comprise at least one dielectric layer of variable optical thickness to set the emission 
range. 

Hakimi et al teach that it was known at the time of the present application to have 
used an etalon made from electro-optic materials (dielectric) as an end reflector in a 
fiber laser in order to tune the frequency. 
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It would have been obvious to have applied the teaching of Hakimi et al to the 
device of Mears et al when seeking the desired result of wavelength tuning, thus 
producing claim 1 . 

Claims 5-7, 10, 1 1 and 19-21 are taught by the etalon disclosed by Hakimi et al. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

The term "gap" is not recited by claim 1. 

It appears that claim 9 should depend on claim 8. 

Claims 2-4, 8, 12-18 and 22 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 23-27 are allowed. 

The generation of a regulating signal is not taught or suggested by the prior art 
within the context of claim 23. 

Claims 24-27 are derived from claim 23. 
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The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. USPN 7,027,467 teaches a related Patent. USPN 6,829,256 
teaches known fiber laser structure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Mark Hellner at 
telephone number 571 272 6981. 

Mark Hellner 
Primary Examiner 
AU 3663 



